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• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
' Failure to reply. within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 October 2005 , 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) IE Claim(s) 1-39 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim(s) 34^39 is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-33 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) ; are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 29 September 2003 is/are: a)[3 accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-33 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's amendments have changed the scope of each 
and every claim in this case, necessitating new grounds of rejection; therefore this action is made 
final. 

Further, there is an inherent time period in Chua, which reads on the claims by applicant 
as reasonably interpreted in light of the specification. Applicant has not specified any means for 
measuring and then sending time information, but merely for detecting the end of a particular 
time period and then restricting use, and this inherently occurs in Chua. 

Claim Objections 
Claims 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The use of the term "and/or^' in multiple claims renders the claim language indefinite. 

Applicant apparently misunderstands the scope of the term "and/or" as a vehicle cannot be both a 

truck and a motorcycle 

Appropriate correction is required. 

aaim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
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international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 10, 13-15, 18-22 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chua et al (US 6,690,956). 

Regarding claim 1, Chua discloses a method for preventing handheld wireless 
communication in a vehicle by an operator of said vehicle (Col. 5 lines 16-30), said method 
comprising the steps of: determining whether the velocity of the vehicle exceeds zero velocity (in 
any du'ection) (Col. 5 lines 52-62) and whether and for how long an operator's communication 
device is in operation (Col. 7 lines 19-25), there is an inherent time period between detection and 
disabling); and restricting the operator's use of a handheld wireless communication device if the 
velocity of the vehicle is greater than zero unless a pre-defined exceptional condition exists. 
(Col. 6 lines 14-27). 

Regarding claim 10, Chua discloses the method according to claim 1, wherein the step of 
restricting the operator's use of a handheld wireless communication device comprises: sending a 
control signal to where the operator of the moving vehicle as well as the handheld wireless 
communication device are located; intercepting the control signal by the handheld wireless 
communication device; and terminating the operation of the handheld wireless communication 
device by the handheld wireless communication device. (Col. 5 lines 16-30) 

Regarding claim 13, Chua discloses the method according to claim 10, wherein the steps 
of terminating the handheld wireless communication device by the handheld wireless 
communication device the operation comprises: informing the operator of the moving vehicle 
that the operation of the handheld wireless communication device is to be automatically 
terminated after a pre-determined period of time; and ending the operation of the handheld 
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wireless communication device after the pre-determined period of time. (Col. 7 lines 19-25) 
Since the process is automated there is inherently a predetermined time between the warning and 
ending the operation. 

Regarding claim 14, Chua discloses the method according to claim 13, further comprising 
sending, when there is incoming communication information arriving at the handheld wireless 
communication device, an outgoing message to the source of the incoming information 
indicating that the operator of the moving vehicle, the intended receiver of the incoming 
information, is not able to respond to the incoming information. (Col. 5 lines 26-30) 

Regarding claim 15, Chua discloses a method for prevention of use by the operator of a 
moving vehicle a handheld wireless communication device, said method comprising the steps of: 
receiving by the handheld wireless communication device, when it is turned on, a control signal 
for restricting the use of the handheld wireless communication device upon ascertaining use and 
duration of use of the device; restricting the operation of the handheld wireless communication 
device in accordance with the control signal after a predetermined period of time. (Col. 5 lines 
16-30; Col 6 lines 14-27) 

Regarding claim 18, Chua discloses the method according to claim 15, wherein the 
control signal is transmitted when use of the handheld wireless communication device by the 
operator of the vehicle is considered a potential safety hazard. (Col. 6 lines 14-27) 

Regarding claim 19, Chua discloses the method according to claim 18, wherein the 
potential safety hazard is present when the current operating environment satisfies: the handheld 
wireless communication device is turned on in the moving vehicle in a position in the vehicle 
associated with the operator of the vehicle and the detected velocity of the moving vehicle 
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exceeds zero; and the handheld wireless communication device is not attached to a hands-free 
communication device. (Col. 6 lines 14-27) 

Regarding claim 20, Chua discloses the method according to claim 15, further comprising 
the steps of: sensing whether the handheld wireless communication device is attached to a hands- 
free device; sending the sensed state of the handheld wireless communication device to a control 
mechanism that generates the control signal. (Col 6 lines 14-37) 

Regarding claim 21, Chua discloses the method according to claim 15, wherein the 
handheld wireless conmiunication device is selected from the group consisting of: a cellular 
phone, a PDA, and a mobile personal computer. (Col. 5 lines 16-30) 

Regarding claim 22, the method according to claim 20, wherein the step of sending the 
sensed state of the handheld wireless communication device is through a wireless means. (Col: 8 
lines 48-60) 

Regarding claim 26, Chua discloses the method according to claim 15, wherein the step 
of restricting the operation of the handheld wireless communication device ftirther comprises: 
informing the operator of the moving vehicle that operation of the handheld wireless 
communication device is to be automatically terminated after a pre-determined period of time; 
and ending the operation of the handheld wireless communication device after the pre- 
determined period of time. (Col 7 lines 19-25) Since the process is automated there is inherently 
a predetermined time between the warning and ending the operation. 
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Oaim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claiml-4, 6-9, 11-12, 15-16, 18, 21-22, 24-25, 27 and 29-32 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Parvulescu (US 6,687,497) in view of Gilmour (US 
6,114,960). 

Regarding claim 1, Parvulescu discloses a method for preventing handheld wireless 
communication in a vehicle by an operator of said vehicle, said method comprising the steps of: 
determining whether the velocity of the vehicle exceeds zero velocity (in any direction) and 
restricting the operator's use of a handheld wireless communication device if the velocity of the 
vehicle is greater than zero unless a pre-defined exceptional condition exists. (Col. 4 lines 9-43) 
Gilmour discloses a period of time lapse before disabling of an electronic communications 
device. (Col. 4 line 54-col, 5 line 7) Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to determine whether and for how long an operator's 
communication device is in operation in order to provide warning to a user of imminent 
disabling of the device and enable the user to react accordingly. (Gilmour col. 2 lines 9-29) 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 1, wherein the handheld wireless communication device comprises: a cellular 
phone, a PDA, and a mobile personal computer. (Col. 3 lines 16-18) 
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Regarding claim 3, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 1, wherein the vehicle comprises: an automobile, a truck, a bus, train, tractor, 
crane, a 2- or 3-wheel conveyance, a motorcycle, or a floating device such as boat or ship or an 
airplane. (Col. 3 lines 55-60) 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 1, wherein said step of determining the velocity of the vehicle includes 
sensing through wireless means. (Col. 4 lines 9-17) 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 1, wherein the pre-defined exception condition includes use of the handheld 
wireless communication device for emergency purposes. (Col. 3 lines 1-15) 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 6, wherein the emergency purpose is defined as a list of emergency 
designations. (Col. 3 lines 30-50) 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 7, wherein an emergency designation includes an emergency telephone 
number. (Col. 3 lines 30-50) 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 8, wherein the emergency telephone numbers are pre-stored in one of: a 
control system installed in the moving vehicle and configured to restrict the use of the handheld 
wireless communication device when a safety hazard exists; and the handheld wireless 
communication device. (Col. 3 lines 30-50) 
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Regarding claim 1 1, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 1, wherein the use of the handheld wireless communication device includes at 
least one of: receiving incoming conmiunication information; and transmitting outgoing 
communication information. (Col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 15) 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 1 1, wherein the communication information includes at least one of: voice, 
data, and messages. (Col. 2 line 59-col. 3 line 15) 

Regarding claim 15, Parvulescu discloses a method for prevention of use by the operator 
of a moving vehicle a handheld wireless conmiunication device, said method comprising the 
steps of: receiving by the handheld wkeless communication device, when it is turned on, a 
control signal for restricting the use of the handheld wireless communication device; restricting 
the operation of the handheld wu^eless communication device in accordance with the control 
signal. (Col. 4 lines 9-43) Gilmour discloses a period of time lapse before disabling of an 
electronic conmiunications device. (Col. 4 line 54-col. 5 line 7) Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to determine whether and 
for how long an operator's communication device is in operation in order to provide warning to a 
user of imminent disabling of the device and enable the user to react accordingly. (Gilmour col. 2 
lines 9-29) 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 15, wherein said receiving includes receiving through at least one of a 
wireless communication means and a wired means. (Col. 4 lines 9-43) 
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Regarding claim 18, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 15, wherein the control signal is transmitted when use of the handheld 
wireless communication device by the operator of the vehicle is considered a potential safety 
hazard. (Col. 4 lines 9-43) 

Regarding claim 21, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 15, wherein the handheld wireless communication device is selected from the 
group consisting of a cellular phone, a PDA, and a mobile personal computer. (Col. 3 lines 16- 
18) 

Regarding claim 22, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 20, wherein the step of sending the sensed state of the handheld wireless 
communication device is through a wireless means. (Col. 4 lines 9-14) 

Regarding claim 24, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 15, wherein said step of restricting the operation of the handheld wireless 
communication device in accordance the control signal is not performed if a pre-defined 
exception condition exists. (Col. 3 lines 30-50) 

Regarding claim 25, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 24, wherein a pre-defined exception condition is selected from the group 
consisting of using the handheld wireless communication device for emergency purposes, and 
using the handheld wireless communication device in association with a hands-free device. (Col. 
3 Unes 30-50) 

Regarding claim 27, Parvulescu discloses a control system in a vehicle, comprising: a 
sensing means for detecting a velocity of the vehicle; a control signal generating means for 
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generating when a velocity of the vehicle is detected, said control signal restricting the use of the 
handheld wireless communication device by the operator of the moving vehicle; a transmitting 
means for transmitting the control signal to the handheld wireless communication device in an 
area within the vehicle where the operator of the vehicle and the handheld wireless 
communication device is located without effecting the use of handheld wireless communication 
devices at other locations in the vehicle. (Col. 4 lines 9-43) Gilmour discloses a period of time 
lapse before disabling of an electronic communications device. (Col. 4 line 54-col. 5 line 7) 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to determine whether and for how long an operator's communication device is in 
operation in order to provide warning to a user of imminent disabling of the device and enable 
the user to react accordingly. (Gilmour col. 2 lines 9-29) 

Regarding claim 29, the combmation of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the system 
according to claim 27, wherein the vehicle is selected from the group consisting of an 
automobile, a truck, a bus, a train, a tractor, a crane, a 2- or 3-wheel conveyance, or a floating 
device such as a boat or ship or an airplane. (Col. 3 lines 8-10) 

Regarding claim 30, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the system 
according to claim 27, wherein the sensing means detects a velocity of the vehicle when a park 
mode of the vehicle is not selected (Col. 5 line 5-29) and/or when a neutral mode of the vehicle 
is selected with brakes not fully engaged. (Col. 4 Une 44-Col. 5 line 4) 

Regarding claim 31, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the system 
according to claim 27, wherein the control signal restricting the use of the handheld wireless 
communication device by the operator of the moving vehicle does not restrict use of the 
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handheld wireless communication device when the handheld wireless communication device is 
operationally-associated with a hands-free device, or the handheld wireless communication 
device is being used to respond to an emergency. (Col. 3 lines 30-50) 

Regarding claim 32, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the system 
according to claim 27, wherein the control system in the vehicle is implemented as part of the 
computer control system of the vehicle. (Col. 2 lines 59-66) 



Oaim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Pat^tabiUty shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 17 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parvulescu in view of Gilmour and further in view of Winkler. 

Regarding claim 5 the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 4, but does not expressly discloses using infrared and Bluetooth as the short- 
range wireless means. Winkler discloses a short-range conmiunication device disabling system 
wherein said wireless means includes Bluetooth and infrared means. (0055-0056) Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
infrared and Bluetooth, Bluetooth being a widely accepted standard for short range RF that uses 
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2.4 GHz and therefore falling within unlicensed communication band and Infrared being low 
power and causes little interference and less health considerations than RF. (Winkler 0056) 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the method 
according to claim 16, but does not expressly discloses using infrared and Bluetooth as the short- 
range wireless means. Winkler discloses a short-range communication device disabling system 
wherein said wireless means includes Bluetooth and infrared means. (0055-0056) Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
infrared and Bluetooth, Bluetooth being a widely accepted standard for short range RF that uses 
2.4 GHz and therefore falling within unlicensed communication band and Infrared being low 
power and causes little interference and less health considerations than RF. (Winkler 0056) 

Regarding claim 28, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the system 
according to claim 27, but does not expressly discloses using infrared and Bluetooth as the short- 
range wireless means. Winkler discloses a short-range communication device disabling system 
wherein said wireless means includes Bluetooth and infrared means. (0055-0056) Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
infrared and Bluetooth, Bluetooth being a widely accepted standard for short range RF that uses 
2.4 GHz and therefore falling within unlicensed communication band and Infrared being low 
power and causes little interference and less health considerations than RF. (Winkler 0056) 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chua in view of 
Winkler, 
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Regarding claim 23, Chua discloses the method according to claim 22 but does not 
expressly discloses using infrared and Bluetooth as the short-range wireless means. Winkler 
discloses a short-range communication device disabling system wherein said wireless means 
includes Bluetooth and infrared means. (0055-0056) Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use infrared and Bluetooth, 
Bluetooth being a widely accepted standard for short range RF that uses 2.4 GHz and therefore 
falling within unlicensed communication band and Infrared being low power and causes little 
interference and less health considerations than RF. (Winkler 0056) 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Parvulescu in 
view of Gilmour further in view of Trauner (US 2002/0070852). 

Regarding claim 33, the combination of Parvulescu and Gilmour discloses the system 
according to claim 32, but does not expressly disclose a stand-alone system. Trauner discloses a 
system wherein the control system in the vehicle is implemented as a stand-alone device which is 
installed within the vehicle and communicates with the computer control system of the vehicle. 
(000017) Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use a stand-alone system to allow the system to be installed in existing vehicles 
and increase the number of cars on the road able to use the system. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 34-39 are allowable. 

Reasons for allowability of claims 34-39 are found in the previous office action. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new groimd(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier conmiunications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to Lewis G. West whose telephone number is 571-272-7859. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-3 :30; 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris To can be reached on 571-272-7629. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Lewis West 
(571) 272-7859 
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